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• This is a potted history purely from my 
personal perspective. 
• It’s not comprehensive, I have selected events 
and activities that seem relevant (to me).
• All care, no responsibility and all that.
That was then
1987 – Sound familiar?
• “When asked at that time [1987], the 
dedicated librarians maintaining the essential 
SLAC-Spires bibliographic database12 told me 
they would have loved to maintain on-line as 
well a full-text preprint database, but didn’t 
have resources for the additional personnel 
required to solicit and handle electronic 
versions of articles; the now commonplace 
notion of automated repositories was still a 
few years in the future.”
“It was twenty years ago today . . . “ (2011) Paul Ginsparg, 
Physics and Information Science, Cornell University 
https://arxiv.org/pdf/1108.2700v2.pdf
1990 - Sound familiar?
The potential effects of this rapid global interactiveness on scholarly 
inquiry are, in my opinion, nothing short of revolutionary, but why has 
the revolution not begun … ? There are obstacles: 
(1) Old ways of thinking about scientific communication and 
publication …
(2) The computer is not yet quite friendly enough to have won over 
the majority of scholars; …
(3) the current intellectual level of discussion on electronic networks 
is anything but inspiring. And … prima facie worries about: 
(4) Plagiarism
(5) Copyright
(6) academic credit and advancement
(7) junk mail and 
(8) security. Harnad, S. (1990) Scholarly Skywriting and the Prepublication Continuum of 
Scientific Inquiry. Psychological Science 1: 342 - 343 
http://cogprints.org/1581/1/harnad90.skywriting.html
It begins














1991 – arXiv.org started
• Early 1990’s the internet was being used for non 
commercial practices eg: military and academic
• Physicists were sharing research by post and then by 
email, but this was cluttering up inboxes.
• Paul Ginsparg recognized the need for central storage, 
and in August 1991 he created  a central repository 
mailbox stored at the Los Alamos National 
Laboratory which could be accessed from any computer. 
• Additional modes of access were soon added:
– FTP in 1991
– Gopher in 1992
– and the World Wide Web in 1993.
1994 – Subversive Proposal
Stephen Harnad -
https://groups.google.com/forum/?hl=en#!topic/bit.listserv.vpiej-l/BoKENhK0_00
If all scholars’ preprints were universally available to all 
scholars … NO scholar would ever consent to WITHDRAW 
that preprint from the public eye after the refereed version 
was accepted for paper "PUBLICation." Instead, everyone 
would, quite naturally, substitute the refereed, published 
reprint for the unrefereed preprint. 
Paper publishers will then either restructure themselves …
so as to arrange for the minimal true costs and a fair return 
on electronic-only page costs …  or they will have to watch as 
the peer community spawns a brand new generation of 
electronic-only publishers who will.
Figure 2. The development of open access publishing 1993–2009.
Laakso M, Welling P, Bukvova H, Nyman L, Björk BC, et al. (2011) The Development of Open Access Journal Publishing from 1993 to 2009. PLOS 
ONE 6(6): e20961. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0020961
http://journals.plos.org/plosone/article?id=10.1371/journal.pone.0020961
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QUT Costs & Business 
Model Report
Wellcome Trust
























UK govt & funders take notice
2003 –Wellcome - "The 
dominance of the 
commercial publishers will 
be challenged only if other 
players use the 




2004 – Wellcome -
Compared the costs 
between the current 
'subscriber-pays' model, 
and an 'author-pays' 
model. This report 
provided evidence that an 
author-pays model offers a 




2004 – House of 








Several projects that emerged from a 
government Systemic Infrastructure Initiative 
2005 - 2009.
• The Meta Access Management 
Project (MAMS)
• Towards an Australian Partnership for 
Sustainable Repositories (APSR)
• Australian Research Repositories Online 
to the World (ARROW)
• Australian Digital Thesis Program 



























Elsevier wins court 
case
Against SciHub
HEFCE REF policy 
starts
1 April 2016
Original end of 
RCUK policy





CORE starts AOASG starts
2012 - A big year
July 2012 - “…there 
should be a 'mixed model 
with a range of channels 
to publication' with a 
combination of 
subscriptions, hybrid and 
fully OA publishing with a 

















2013 –Recommends “greater 
support for green open access, 
















2014 in the US
CHORUS - Clearninghouse for the Open Research 
of the United States, and is a publisher-led 




SHARE - “SHared Access Research Ecosystem”, 
and is a project not only of the Association of 
Research Libraries in North America, but also 
the two associations representing the senior 
















Publishers are very concerned
https://www.stm-
assoc.org/2017_10_10_Frankfurt_Conference_Wouter_Haak_STM_Presentation.pdf
Who does this threaten?




• October 2017, Elsevier and the American Chemical Society filed a lawsuit in 
Germany against ResearchGate, alleging copyright infringement on a mass 
scale.
• November 2017, ResearchGate restricted access to 1.7 million papers on their 
site.
• April 2018 - the court case began in Germany with the intention to: “establish 
clarity on the legal responsibility of ResearchGate regarding copyright 
infringements”.
“The Coalition for Responsible Sharing aims to prevent the illicit hosting of millions of 




12 March 2018, the Dutch consortium VSNU announced that “Dutch universities and 
Royal Society of Chemistry Publishing (RSC) have been unable to reach a new 













earch-data-policy/ - £265 per dataset
Elsevier
https://datasearch.elsevier.com/faq#/
We need to keep a grip on this situation
Vertical integration resulting from Elsevier’s acquisitions, from Alejandro Posada and George Chen, (2017) Rent 
Seeking and Financialization strategies of the Academic Publishing Industry - Publishers are increasingly in control of 




















Three challenges for IRs
• Policies
– Complex landscape (but could start to clear)
• Embargoes
– Time consuming & expensive (improvements to 
SHERPA/RoMEO?)
• Publisher takeover
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